Ron Lee
5392 Old Dairy Court
Bonita, CA 91902
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Ron Lee
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October 16. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NW

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Albert John Wright
7344 Toxaway Drive
Knoxville, TN 37909
Usi
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October 16. 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NUW

Washington. D C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Barry Grosshein

Post Office Box 72355
Newport. KY 41072

Usa
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October 16, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemnathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FCC issues a broadceast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Paul Bogen

3717 Oldenburg

College Station, TX 77845
usa
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October 16, 2003

Commussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumnicatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and atzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mfenor
functionality.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
receivers and other equipment. I wall not pay more for devices that lirut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digatal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Allen Small

65 Goodnch Road
PO Box 282
Bingham, ME 04920
USA
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October 16, 2003

Comrmussioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Commumnicatons Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer

nghts, and the ultmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics rmust be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios ta
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likaly to make an investment in DT V-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that hmit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telewsision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Willhlam Murdock

421 W 8th Ave
Columbus, OH 43201
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commlissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted (n manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studlos to teil technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged more money for Inferler funetionality.

It the FCC lesues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kevin Jarnot

10 Black Beech Ln
Scltuate, MA 02066
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissloner Kathieen Q Abernathy
Federal Communieations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fiag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ablliity to Innovate for their
customers. Aliowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionallty.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Iikaly to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for yaur time

Sincerely,

Alejandro Sedenc

801 Somenville Ave # 2
Somerville, MA 02143
USA
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October 16, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such e policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mendate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Peter Schay

2 Marks Rd
Riverside, CT 06878
usa
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October 16, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

445 12 Street S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: MC Docket No. 02-230
Dear Chairman Powell:

Capitol Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of four digital television stations in the
Carolinas, urges the Commission not to adopt an exemption from any proposed “broadcast flag”
for news, public affairs and/or educational programming broadcast on digital stations. As local
broadcasters, local news and public affairs programming is core to our obligation to fulfill our
public interest obligations.

In the Raleigh-Durham market, we produce over 39.5 hours of news and four hours of
public affairs programming per week in high definition. This programming is part of our
investment in serving our community and is our product for distribution, not for someone to
pirate. We agree with the CBS Affiliates Advisory Board in its October 8, 2003 letter to you —
“for local affiliates, a broadcast flag that does not protect local news is like no broadcast flag at
all.” We also support the other arguments advanced by the Board in support of the flag.

cc. Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin J. Marun
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
W. Kenneth Ferree, Esqg.
Stacy Robinson, Esq.
Jordan Goldstein, Esq.
Daniel Gonzalez, Esq.
Johanna Mikes, Esq.
Rick Chessen, Esq.
Ms. Marlene Dortch
MB Docket No. 02-230
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October 16, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitel television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actuaily want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior fiinctionality

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Richard NOland

5320 San Mateo Blvd NE
#D30

Albuquerque, NM 87109
usa
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to innovate for thelir
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studies to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capabie recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Breyer

4415 Redmont Ave
Clncinnatl, OH 45236
USA
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October 14, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abemathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Scott Lifer

411 Garibaldi Avenue
Roseto, PA 18013
usa
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Qctober 14, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Shauna Lifer

411 Garibaldi Avenue
Roseto, PA 18013
usa
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October 14, 2003

Commissianer Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. NV

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an ainvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that laimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not

mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Harx Rivera

104-66 126th Street

South Richmond Hill., NY 11419
Usa
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October 14, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior fiinctionality.

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Martin Paulsen

2 Pinetree Terrace

South Burlington, VT 05403
usa
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October 14, 2003

Commissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commilssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathieen Abernathy,

| am writing to volee my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a poliecy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Aliowing movile studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functionaiity.

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease de not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digitsl television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

John Homer

482 N Pin Oak PI
Apt 302

Longwood, FL 32779
USA



Brandon Light
11800 Green Hill Dr.
Hagerstown, MD 21742

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Comymission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—~to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
imnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Brandon Light




gary glaser
359s. kalamazoo mall

kalamazoo, mi
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and cornputer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roomr—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

gary glaser



Jennifer Bunner
924 Fast Dayton St., Apt 3
Madison, WI 53703

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways T currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to~room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Bunner
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October 15, 2003

Commilssioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technélogy for digital television. As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ abllity to innovate for their
customers Aliowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wlili enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will resuit In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kristopher Austin

700 NE 122nd ST #304
Oklahoma City, OK 73114
USA




John H Clippinger
85 Frank Kenison Rd.
Jefferson, NH 03583
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

I am outraged by the FCC' recent decisions that evidence their captivity to industry interests at the expense of
the public interest. You did not have public support for your last attempt to sneak by public scrutiny and you
won't this time.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from roomr—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

For once, have the courage to stand up to Jack Valenti!

Sincerely,

JOhn Henry Clippinger, 111

Sincerely,

John H Clippinger



Todd Lee
5392 Old Dairy Court
Bonita, CA 91902
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abermathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
‘Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to-room and place—to—place.

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off~the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Todd Lee
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October 15, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. RV

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy.

I am writing to voice mny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.

Richard Hach

4406 Tamarack Trail
Austin, TX 78727
USa




Christopher Adler
309 Olive St.
San Diego, CA 92103

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy:

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television.

It is imperative that the FCC abide by the Constitutional requirement for a balance between the creators of
copyrightable work and the users. Technological restrictions benefit solely the creators (or more precisely, the
owners) and have no discernable benefit to the users. By removing functionality and restricting innovation,
the broadcast flag acts against the long—term interests of users and creators alike. Broadcasters do not have an
absolute copyright, but must also act to benefit the common good, by Constitutional requirement as well as
because they are given the public grant for use of the publicly—owned airwaves. It is this same reasoning that
compelled the United States Supreme Court to decide in favor of Sony in the famous Universal v. Sony case,
permitting Sony to manufacture the VCR desipte its potential for copyright—infringing use.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Sincerely,

Christopher Adler



